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Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-22 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 3-6 and 13-16 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election with traverse of Species I in the reply filed on October 21 , 
2005 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that FIG 7 was incorrectly 
grouped with Species L This is not found persuasive. The election requirement was 
based on Applicant's specification as originally filed, wherein FIG 7 is described as a 
side view of FIG 2 on page 4, lines 23 and 24. Based on the amended specification 
filed October 21, 2005, the examiner agrees with the new grouping suggested by 
Applicant, wherein FIGS 1-4 belong to Species I and FIGS 5-7 belong to Species II. 
However, merely pointing out a mistake in the examiner's grouping based on a mistake 
in Applicant's specification does not constitute a proper traversal. For a proper 
traversal, Applicant is required to submit evidence or admit on the record that the 
species are obvious variants of each other. Applicant has not done this. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

2. Claims 3-6 and 13-16 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a nonelected species, there being no allowable 
generic or linking claim. Applicant timely traversed the restriction (election) requirement 
in the reply filed on October 21 , 2005. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the 
description: 70. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are 
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required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any 
amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the 
immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each 
drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top 
margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If 
the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and 
informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

4. The drawings are objected to because the location of the sun gear (120) is 
unclear in the exploded view shown in FIG 3. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of 
the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the 
figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is 
being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be 
labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must 
be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures 
must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the 
several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be 
necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet 
submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as 
either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the 
changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of 
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any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

5. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc, 

6. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it makes use of legal 
language, such as the word "comprises" (line 5). Correction is required. See MPEP 
§ 608.01(b). 

7. The disclosure is objected to because it is replete with errors, especially when 
referencing numbers in the drawings. Applicant should carefully proofread the 
specification and correct all errors. 

The following are examples of such errors: 

• Page 5, line 5: FIGS 8 and 10 are referenced. However, these figures do 
not exist. 

• Page 5, line 8: Reference number "20" does not denote an arbor in the 
drawings. 
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• Page 6, line 4: Reference number "106" does not denote a planar disc in 
the drawings. 

• Page 6, line 14: Reference number "60" does not denote a threaded hole 
in the drawings. 

Claim Objections 

8. Claim 8 is objected to because of the following informalities: the phrase "the 
housing" lacks proper antecedent. Appropriate correction is required. 

Ciaim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 1, 7, 9, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Barth et al (4,955,744) in view of Ohmi (4,305,441). 

Barth et al discloses a blade clamp assembly substantially as claimed, including 
a planetary gear system (31 , 37, 38); a body (39); a planet gear (37/38) engaged with 
the body; a bolt assembly including a threaded bolt (13) and a carrier (17); a cap (22) 
including a sun gear (31); and a ring gear (teeth 40). The Barth et al blade clamp is 
capable of being used with a rotary blade as claimed. Barth et al fail to disclose a blade 
washer. However, Ohmi discloses it is well known in the art to provide a washer (8) for 
engaging a tool in order to decrease undesired movement of the tool. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
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made to provide a washer, as disclosed by Ohmi, on the Barth et al device for the 
purpose of decreasing tool movement. 

1 1 . Claims 2, 10, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Barth et al in view of Ohmi as applied to claims 1, 7, 9, and 21 above, and further 
in view of New (3,491,602), Feng et al (6,467.368), and HItomI (6,848,642). 

The Barth-Ohmi combination discloses the invention substantially as claimed, but 
fails to disclose a lever. However, it is old and well known to use a lever on a manual 
dial in order to increase torque and provide an ergonomic grip for a use. For example. 
New, Feng et al, and Hitomi all disclose such levers in a variety of applications. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide a lever, as disclosed by New, Feng et al, iand Hitomi, on 
the Barth-Ohmi combination for the purpose of increasing torque and providing an 
ergonomic use grip. 

12. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Barth et 
al in view of Ohmi as applied to claims 1 and 7 above, and further in view of Childs et al 
(6,843,627). 

The Barth-Ohmi combination discloses the invention substantially as claimed, but 
fails to disclose keyed surfaces as claimed. However, Childs et al disclose a body (150) 
with a keyed bottom surface and a washer (12) with a keyed upper surface for engaging 
the bottom surface of the body. This keyed connection allows for a greater range of 
adjustability and a tighter connection than the flat surface of the Barth-Ohmi 
combination. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
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the time the invention was made to provide a keyed connection, as disclosed b by 
Childs et al, with the Barth-Ohmi combination for the purpose of providing a tighter 
connection. 

13. Claims 11 and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Barth et al in view of Ohmi and Childs et al. 

The Barth-Ohmi combination anticipates the invention substantially as claimed 
(see rejections above), but fails to disclose the blade clamp assembly in combination 
with a rotary blade. However, the Barth-Ohmi combination could easily be implemented 
on another device from the one disclosed, including a circular saw comprising a motor 
(in housing 12), an arbor, and a rotary blade (14). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the Barth-Ohmi blade assembly with 
another tool, such as the circular saw disclosed by Childs et al, in order to perform 
another machining process. 

14. Claims 12 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Barth et al in view of Ohmi and Childs et al as applied to claims 1 1 and 17 above, 
and further in view of New, Feng et al, and Hitomi. 

The Barth-Ohmi-Childs combination discloses the invention substantially as 
claimed, but fails to disclose a lever. However, it is old and well known to use a lever on 
a manual dial in order to increase torque and provide an ergonomic grip for a use. For 
example. New, Feng et al, and Hitomi all disclose such levers in a variety of 
applications. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to provide a lever, as disclosed by New, Feng et al. 
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and Hitomi, on the Barth-Ohmi-Childs combination for the purpose of increasing torque 
and providing an ergonomic use grip. 



15. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Offenlegungsschrift (DE 30 12 836 A1), Husted (4,850,153), and 
Chen (6,682,284) disclose clamp assemblies. 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carolyn T. Blake whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4503. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday, 8:00 AM to 5:30 
PM, alternating Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Allan N. Shoap can be reached on (571) 272-4514. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 



CB 

January 4, 2006 




Allan N. Shoap 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Group 3700 



